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The thesis consists of three parts, namely, Preface, Main body and Conclusion. 
The main body is divided into four chapters.  
The first chapter is about the general introduction of the judicial expertise. To 
avoid having confusion about this important concept, the writer, firstly, introduced the 
definition of judicial expertise, after which a comparison of the merits and shortcomings 
was made between different systems of judicial expertise.  
In the second chapter, the writer has an insight into the status of the Chinese 
system of judicial expertise. The status of the legislation and the status of the judicial 
expertise practice were touched upon in this chapter. The writer pointed out the 
following problems existing in Chinese judicial expertise system: 1. No range and 
times limit. 2. The waste of the social resource due to the improper establishment of 
the organizations. 3. The unfeasibility of the standards. 4. The imperfection of the 
system of the experts presenting in the courts. 5. The existence of the illegal practice 
in some organizations. 6.The failure of the investigation of the misjudged cases 
caused by the judicial expertise 
The theoretical analysis of the misjudged cases caused by the judicial expertise is 
the main content of the third chapter. Firstly, the writer made an introduction of the 
definition, the characteristics and the exceptions of the misjudged cases caused by the 
judicial expertise; secondly, three misjudged cases in which the writer personally 
experienced were cited and some remarks were made on the harms resulting from the 
misjudged cases; thirdly, the misjudged cases were divided into three categories 
according to the contributing mistakes: actual, operational and accidental. Fourthly, 
six factors contributing to the misjudged cases were discerned: 1.The misunderstanding 
of relevant articles on the evaluating standards and the wrong application; 2.The 
subjective and incomprehensive assessment and reasoning; 3.The incomplete 
collection of material, the distorted material and the fake material; 4.The wrong 
evaluating method; 5.the intentional mistakes; 6.The illegal procedure. 
The most important topic is discussed in the forth chapter. It is about some 















Under the background of the ongoing judicial reform (including the reform of the 
judicial expertise system),  the writer made the discussion about the solutions on 
three levels. To begin with, the solutions advanced on the level of changing the vision 
are as follows: 1. Replace the vision that the judicial expertise system need to be 
controlled by the government with the vision that the judicial expertise system need to 
be self-governed by the society; 2. Change the vision of authority-oriented judicial 
expertise to the vision of right-oriented judicial expertise; 3. Shift the vision that 
judicial expertise system need to be administrated by the government to the vision that 
judicial expertise need to be regulated by the procedure law. After that, the writer 
developed the solutions on the level of the perfection of the system, ranging from the 
improvement of judicial expertise legislation to the construction of the uniform 
evaluating standard and professional operation guideline. The last but not least, the 
writer proposed the solutions on the level of improving some judicial practices: 1. 
Establish the investigation system of the misjudged cases caused by judicial expertise; 
2. Carry out the system of the experts presenting before the court; 3. Entitle the 
interest parties to launch expert evaluation proceedings; 4. Entitle the interest parties 
to apply for the presence of the experts before the court; 5. Enhance the censor system 
of the expert conclusion; 6. Set up the experts commission as the special revision 
organization. 
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